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[On the occasion of its 135th anniversary, the Wageningen Soci-
ty of Natural Sciences launched a competition for the best essay
n the subject Society 2.0: What are the challenges and consequences
or science.  Society 2.0 refers to a global transition in the commu-
ication and exchange of information by using internet and social
edia. The ‘information democracy’ does affect the civil society as
ell as the science community. Peters [1] quotes Bill Gates, who
aid: “While information wants to be free, knowledge is much stickier:
arder to communicate, more subjective, less easy to deﬁne”.  When
oftware gets smarter it will support people to synthesize and
anage knowledge by using technologies that provide just-in-time
nformation. A new paradigm of communication has emerged that
eems to facilitate individual interactivity and enhance democracy,
utonomy and justice.
The use of computer-mediated communication in science is one
f the major shifts in the process of scientiﬁc knowledge production
nd dissemination [2].  The internet does play an important role in
acilitating researchers in sharing data, in providing tools to retrieve
he latest information from the Web  of Science and in the produc-
ion of publications. Publishers, such as Elsevier, provide web-based
ools for submitting, reviewing and editing papers. As a conse-
uence of the globalization of science and a more ﬁerce competition
mong scientists, the number of publications in international sci-
ntiﬁc journals accelerated dramatically over the last 15 years. One
onders if Society 2.0 will still offer enough time for reﬂection and
iscussion among researchers, but also for an exchange of informa-
ion between scientists and society that may  contribute to a more
ositive attitude towards science and innovation.
An essay competition was launched to stimulate students
nd young researchers to reﬂect on the impact of Society 2.0 on
esearch and education. The jury selected three essays out of the
ontributions that were submitted. They judged the submissions
n the basis of the following criteria: ﬁt to the theme, originality,
anguage, structure and societal and scientiﬁc relevance.
In his essay Universities: challenges to the last guild in the new
nformation age,  Huisman [3] discusses how the advent of the
nternet and associated changes will affect universities both as
nowledge producers (by carrying out scientiﬁc research) and in
ransferring scientiﬁc information (by teaching). His central idea
s to view the university as a guild and he draws several interest-
ng parallels between the mediaeval guild system and its decline
n many areas of society in the 19th century. Will the internet
evolution lead to the demise of universities just as the industrial
evolution did with many traditional crafts?Taking ecology as an example, in her essay When science goes
eral Morris [4] describes how in Society 2.0 scientiﬁc concepts
scape from the ‘ivory tower’ of the scientiﬁc institutions like
niversities and ﬁnd general usage in the public domain. In this
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their new usage, such as ‘ecological building’ and ‘ecological pota-
toes’. These developments may feed back to science by inspiring
novel research, but the challenge is to maintain rigorous scientiﬁc
standards.
The essay Society 2.0: What are the challenges and consequences
for science by Hove [5] considers the tensions and barriers that ham-
per the integration of scientiﬁc and technological advances into
the daily life of people. Acceptance of scientiﬁc innovations may
be frustrated by social, economic or religious factors. She argues
that science should free itself from its narrow ‘telescopic view’ by
also developing a keen eye for problems arising around the inte-
gration of its results into everyday life. This is especially urgent
in less developed countries. The essay introduces a few powerful
metaphors, like the ‘Telescopic View’ of science and the impene-
trable time capsule surrounding the developed world.
The authors of the three essays express their concerns on a web-
based communication and information ﬂow in society for research
and education, but at the same time highlight some of the opportu-
nities. These short contributions may  stimulate the discussion on
this topic within our scientiﬁc community.
The original versions of the essays have also been published
on Internet (http://www.klv.nl/nl/nieuwsoverzicht/Pages/2011-
12-07 WageningenEssayprijs.aspx).
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